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THE TRIAL OF REPLTATIONS

——————

Twenty-Ninth Day of the Great

Seandal Case.

TILTON STILL ON THE RACK.

Investigating the Tripartite
Covenant Question.

LIVELY LEGAL SALLIES.

Rreading the Fascinating Pages of
the “True Story.”

’

It was reasonable to think the very vapromising
wmeather of yeslerday would dimiolal the usual
sitendance at the Titoo-Beecher irial. Tue ‘
surloaity to ha present was hurdly considered so
|ntense ns to make people disregard the rain for |
Lhie sake of sitting In the dim cuthedral Ught of the |
court room to listen for four liours to an unprofic, |

|

able cross-examination. Yet eloow room was
sgale at & premium. 'rhe course of the cross-ex-
amination was less smooth than on the previous
day. It had hardly begun when the lawyera fell to
wrangiing Mr. Evarts, ae usual, atirring op she
legal wastfds of the opposition until & chorns of
growls flilea the chambar, The deep, steaay basa
of the Judge Interposed with lesa efect than on
jormer occasions, but getting restive under the
aggravating persistency of Evarts he summarily
put an end to the scene by a determined de-
olslon.

|

THE LEADING COUNSBEL
for the defence is not easily bafled. He gives and
takes olows with the nonchsiance of a trained
fighter. He has no sanguineous impulses to re”
ptrain. The broin is without an sily in the pody
to impel him to angry resentment. The case I8
different with the counsel for the plainti. Toe
animal instioct of unreflective combativeness is
hers highiy developed. When Fullerton fings a
retort at Evarts, the blood moun's above bis
shirt collar. When Beach {8 nertled he changes
from a carnation pink to & torkey orimson. The
pallid face of Evarts remsins the same [n san-
shine and i1n storm, yet it drops irom gue gravity
of death to the mirtn of Momus without change
of expression.

THE REWARD OF PATIENCE.

The audience find In these legal tilts the great
reward of their patience. Conld they bave thelr
own WAy they wonld #o apportlon their applanse
a8 to stimulate the actors to more execiting con-
fiets, For ten long days Mr, Evarts has stood alone
amid a waste of aoxillary lawyera fighting the
case of the delence with rare skill and pertinacity.
When attacked nobody comes to his agsistance.
Bhearman metaphorically hides his head, Tracy
hesitates, Judge Porter’s amiability restrains him
and Evarts is leit 1solated 10 sosialn the bront of
battle, Not s0 with the plaintif’s side. When
Fullerton forgets a point or fails to make. the
most of wnat be has in hand, Beach rises llke a
mentor bebind and supplies the omission, and
when Beach 1s 1o the tolls Follerton comes to nls
rellel with promptitude and vigor. In sporting
phrasevlogy they ore “a poweriul team.” What
the one lacks the other contrives to inrnish. Ful-
lerton excels in quickness, Beach 1n shrewdness,
The first in grace of manner and delivery wins
the prepossessions of the jury; the latter, i
pirength of legal equipment and common seuse
imposes his convictlons upon the Court. No more
admirable combination could have been made.
The subordinate copnsel are in harmony with the
leading parts, and the service as a whole is per-
Tect. .

¥0 NEW DEVELOPMENTE

The developmenta of the day were not of much
ponsideration. The plana of the defence revealea
ingenuity. Practised hands had evidently labored
po the line of cross-exsmination, The witness,
heweaver, held his own.

THE TRIPARTITE COVENANT,

signed by Beecher, Bowen and Tliton, made the
subject of the early cross-examination. The pur-
pose of the defence was to show tnat Tiiton,
who was at first enthuslastioally disposed to
pign the paper, hesitated on the advice of

Moulton, and @Onally signed It onoly when
It bad been ameoded to solt Dimself so
as to leave him irese to relate the

seandul if he pleased at any fatore time,
1o connection with thisthe defence aimed to make
It appear that the signing of the covenant was con-
tingent on tine paymentto Tilton or $7.000, the
amount declded apon by the arbilrators In the
case of Tilton’s contracta with Bowen,
AFTER THE RECESS
the “true statsment” was read by Mr. Evarts,
Bentence alter sentence, the witness being asked
10 L lentily each to the best of his ability. It was
a loog, long story, the original of which was sup-
pused to have been destroyed by Mrs, Tilton. The
reading was luterspersed with cebates between |
the jawyers as (o the manper lu which the
witness should answer. On his behalf 1t was in-
Biated thit he should not be compelled to give a
mere “yes" or “no"” to the question whether he
remembered wrining this sentence and that. The
Judge instructed hun in the way he should reply,
und thencetorth the proceedings moved on with
greater calm and reguisrity. *Did you say to
Jukson 8. Schultz you would blow the roof off of
Plymwouth church 1f the hypoerites who composed |
the congregaiton did not come to your terins 1" |
was one ol the remarkable quesilons pus to the
wituess, [t caused n declded flutter in the meigh-
bornood ol Mr. Beecher, where a number of the
faithiul sbeep of his jold were gath:red together
In o spirit of meek resignation. The witnesa
#ad nothing ol the Kiod, and this to the Phils-
tines was a great disappointment. 7There was
something so valorous and heroic in the resolve
tohat it was thought the witness, for the sake of
the barmontes demanded by poetle justice, should
bave said 1. But no; it was the gentie Oliver
Johnson, according to Mr. Tiiton, who gave utter-
ance to this terrivle determination. That Olver
Johnson, should be the tareatened Nemesis of
Plymourh church puzzied many and gave rise to
varied speculations.
FARY OF THE DRAMA.

The ladies attracted listle notice, They have
become 8o |dentifled with the procesdings that
tuelr presence provokes no more voservation than
that of the policeman at the door. To
sirangers, however, Mrs. Tilton 18 stlll |
an object of anxious inquiry., Not conspicuous by
ber holik or beauty, abe is easily detected of lale,
days by the red shawl she wears about her shoul-
ders. During the reading of the “true state-
went"—a paper bardly 0t to intreduce in lemale
clrcles—m young lady of attractive appearance
wis notlced perched upon & table at a swde en.
trance, strainiog her beantiful, swan-like neck Lo
cateh the malter of the sLory.

THE WUODHULL AGAIN,

Tue counsel once more reverted to the Wood-~
bull. Wbat was the latest hoar of the might
witness spens o her company? The auswer was
slaven o'clock. Then joliowed from ihe Witness
\n Account of the house In whicn Mrs. Woodlull
ived. It was bare of lurniture [rom top Lo bot-
lom, except ome apartment, iIn which the lady
Uved. Lhe progecution ol this ine of ingulry svon
ceased. 1L was sald iu court that Keady,
ol Heecher's couosel, Was nbsent wwo
aays.  Keady s the Newman  Noggs |
of the triuk, and when he withdraws
bis presence for 20 jong a period lmporiant things
are cxpected. It was whispervd that he was
seeking lor the Woodlhull, that she was In town |
Moi eager to testly lor the defence; that she lelt |
grievously mortified with Tilton for saying he was
In *hot water' with her and never in auy other,
and that if her desite (o give evidenge was disap-
poluted sue woula publish her side of the slory ot
noce.

MRS, BEECHES
appeired to take more than ordinary fnterestin

| hapdwriting ol Samuel W, Wikeson; 1 do not

1
the proceedings. She was partienlarly concerned |
In that portion of the ‘“‘lrue statement' that re- |
ferred to her s “another abnormal person,' hke |
unto Mre. Morse, the mother-in-law, During the
readiog she whispered to Ler husbund, who red-
dened greatly in the face. Mr, Beecher speunt |
muen time 1o toe perusal of a paper that looked
ltke the Christian [nion, taking s eyes off oc-
casionaliy to glauce at Mr, Evarts,

TUE EVIDENCE,

The cross-examivation of Tneodore Tiiton was
resumed awhortly aiter eleven o'clock by Mr.
Evarts, He hapded withess a book and suld ;—
We were apepking, Mr. Tiiton, of the transaction
ol the tripartité agrécment, about w previons
draft, difering irom the actosl paper. You have
no copy of that drait, ns you have sald. Look in
this priited book and see |l you recognize tbat as
the draft that was replaced by the actual paper ?
A, (Witness lookimy at the book) | couldn't say
whether th s was the orjginal draft or pot; 1%
purporis to be; [ can's gay it is not or that it 18, l

Have you no recoilection eonceroing the
ariiy which was altered 1o consequence of your
request or sume Suggestion ol yours—eaun's you |
irom any recoliection say whether or ot this is o |
latthinl copy, £0 far as tlie sense or Aubatance ol 1t |

I8 concerned ! A | recoilect very aistinetly that |
there was a dralt presented wiich, when 1 care-
luily read i. over, | declined to sgn, and |
that | made alterations or amepgments 1o
the draft, perbaps rewrole & part of it, und the
paper | signed was not the first one without tne
aiterations, but the second one alter the altera-
tions bad been made; uow, whether tnis 1s a copy
Oi tuat lrst dradt L bave no other kpowiedge than
the juere fact that this says so,

Q Wun't you read the article that reiates to
oursell ¥ Not aloud, but read it, ana say whether
naL articie 18 1 your rec.llection, and, to the best

of your belel, sue article reluiing to yoursell in

the dralt® A. (Alter looking at tlhe book) I
counlda't swear, Mr. Evarts, that this was the
tdentical phraseology whoigh was submitted to
me by Mr. Woouruf; [ don't remember the
porascolugy ol that origiual drait gistineul,
enough to compare it With this printed jorm;
calnoL say, sit, that this was that drait or not; [
Woo'l 84y Lhat tuls 18 not,

THE TRIPARTITE AGREEMENT.
I have the impression Lhat che draflc was in the

know who was present when the origioal draft
was shown to me; [ don't know that it was shown
tome atall; 1 tnink \v was rean 1o me, but I think
the oceurrence Louk pluce io Mr. Moniton's study ;
the scene that rises to my mind oow Seems Lo (b
clude Mr, Clafio, Mr. Wilkeson, Mr. Moulton and
mysell; that 18 my recoliection: | don’t remember
1 it wuB 4 chance meeiiog or whether any pre-
vious appoint.ent Wis made; I dou’t kuow at what
time of the asy It ovcurred, eitbier; but 1 think it
Wad ID tne evening.

nd you, on reading or hearlng read that

|
|

| and aiterward published it witnont autuority:

o
ﬂ:-_ owp hapd #riupﬁ.

Q. Then the artidie relating to this trivartite
ag.egment is 10 your own language* I don't

ktow wiether it 18 entirely In my own language. | coming."

My recollection ts—if you will hand me 1ne book—
that | awdopted a part of Mr. Wilkeson's para-

graph.
, 1 mean 10 8ay tnat the paragraph as ita
l‘?us is a8 you pl";nmed itin smer A 1 dnn",;.

nipk Icomjosed the entire paragraph; I thiok [
took his composition; my recollection is that tne
whole smﬂa phowhich 1 proposeo and signed was
bhanded over to me; @ clean copy Was made ol the
covenant lrhan I copied in my own hsndvmm?.
Q. Nuw, wiu you presented this puragraph for
insertivn was the copy ready lor signatoge there |
10 your prescnce? A. That 1 don't remembe
HIGNING THE AGREEMENT,
Q. Do you rememuer wheilier the parties were |
together wnen il was signed—youn signed it 1o the |
presence of each otbert A, | remember they |
Were never pll logether; my Impiession 18 Mr.
Beecher signed it Grst; on seoond Lhougnt my im-
pression Ls that Mr. Bowen signed it first; 1 slgned
1t pext; I wrote my name over his, and Mr.
Beecner"signed it over mine, (witllng the Scrip- ]
tare injunction. “he fdrat «hail be lnst and the
iast snall be Arst;" there was only ons ¢ony ; that |
Wwas the unr.lam.anmwf but tnal understanding |
Was not kept; Mr, Wiikeson kepts siugle copy

there wus @ solemn understanding that there
should be ouly one copy, but that understanding
was broken; only oue rapcr Was Blgned,

clq. Wio kept that single copy? A. Horace B.

1.

Q. Was it deliverad to him in your presence f A.
I don’t remember.

Q. In whose hands did you lsave it wnem you
signed it? A, My best recollection is that it was
peinaps Loarles storrs, possioly Frank Moulton;
Churies Storrs was one of the arbitrators; my
memory (& roo indiatioet to answer that: my im-
prassion is that the paper lngered for several
duys bejore all the signaiures were maae; woether
Charies Storrs or Mr. Moulton gotthem [ don't

now, ’

Q. Now, alr, do yon remember whether or no you
had received the check of Mr, Bowen befors you
signed Lhis paper ! A. 1received the check or Mr.
Bowen on the Dignt of the arviiratiou; I do not
Iﬂlnx 'I.:'llml; the paper wia siguned aofl s few doys
alter thar.

Q. Are you certailn of that, sir? A. 1thing [ am
positive ol that, sir.
WILKESON CALLED A LIAR

Q. Upon reflection can you or not recall whether
you had not signed tae puper and were without

0ar mouney alter it was signed? A, No, &ir; no such
ncident occurred ; LAt waa Mr. Wilkeson's staie-
ment, and |V was & falsehood put belore the lnves-
tvigating Committee; AMr. Wilkeson published
statenient ol the lact that I declined tu @ the
tripariite covenani because Mr. Howen had not
pall me; that was a lej Mr. Bowea pald me
within half an hourof the arvitration.

drilt on that ocgasion, eXpress your readioess 1o
#lgo it, and offer to do it immediotely? A, My 1ec-
oliection about the circomstance 18 this: That |
Mr. Clafiln geked me, elther on that day or perhaps |
on the preceding day, whetner or not, in cass MI. |
Howen could beinduced to withdraw tne state-
ment which he had made againsy sir. Beecher, and
would withdraw in writiog, whether I would biad
my#elf not to make any use or cireulation of |
My, Bowen's statements; I said
ness, | would ; my jarther recollection I+ rhut the
origipal draft was prought oo this wecaslon, the
interview o1 which i am speakiog, witn a view Lo
acvomyplish that end ; my still rurtber reculiection
18 shat the drait was read, aod when the para-
graph assigoed to Mr. Bowen had been read, I
said, “Mr. Bowen will never sign unat.'! Mr.
Clagin sald sometbing Jike this:—Mr. Bowan has
got to aign fc" [ don't remember distincily tne
completing ol the covenant; 1 told Mr. Clatio, “I
don't think Mr, Bowen will sign li;" Mr. Claflin
sala Mr. Bowen would have Lo sign tt: [ said if
Mr. Bowen would blot out bis woras in that way L
would sign the paper tweuty times over; when
the clause relating to mysell wgs read—

My, Evaris interrupied the witness at this point,
and psked that the last part of the answer oe
stricken out,

Tne Jurlge allowed the answer to stand ag 1t is.

Q. Now, 8ir, did you then and tnere, aiier this
statement which you were ready to sign # dozen
or twenty vimes over, dld ycu then and there
?rnpme, y movement or words, to ackually siun

he paper at that moment? A. [ remember e¢x-
presalug my willingness to slgn sucn o paper, and
made & mwotion ke this (lusiraling), and sawd [
would sign it twWenty rimes over,

EVARTS FAILS TO BKCULE HIB POINT.

Idonot thiuk | saw the paper at all, and I do
not remember distinctly whether the two con-
cluding paragraphs were read ornot; [ don't re-
member whether the remaming porsion was read
OF not: | remember the impresalon maas oo my
mind when that language and glowing paragraph
Was put 1pto Mr. Bowen's mouth, ol reiraction,
and I saud, **0 Mr. Bowen wall #igh toat I will uo
1t twenty times over;” whether the remaining
clause was then rcad Idon’t kuow; | know that
A3 8000 A8 the decument was passed before me lor
my signature 1 relused to =ign it

Mr. Evarts—Well, now I won't take that answer,
I agk 10 nave 1t struck out,

The Judge—I think it may stand.

Mr. Evarls—Your Honor will be so good as to
note my objection,

Q. o you mean to say, Mr. Tilton, that when
ou heard or kEnew of unly the part that ol
ected Mr. Bowen's signature you were ready to

Bignt

Coupsel for the plaintiff objected to this ques-

tion, but it was floally ruled in order by tha

Wit great readis |

Now, your recollection I1s distines that you
had the check balore you #lgned the paper? A. My
recollection s this, sir, Lbal the check was pald to
me ou the very night ol the arnkiration and that
tne paper was signed some days alterward—irst

impresgion is that my signature was two or taree
doys atter I hud this digcassion with Mr. Wilkeson
about the paragraph 1 was to slgn.

!

oue signature, then another and thenanother; my |

copied (rom that, and he made a clean oopy In | on you and state In advanos that this paper would |

be published |n the Sunday Pross i |
“lam ss certaln as that the Day of Judgment is |
|
This was thought & novel form of expression |
and disposed,some people to sneer. Evarts thonghs |

of o #inuating a doubt, and said that was s tbing | T

of the lutare, to which the witness replied, “The |
Rreat | am 1s always present.” A curlous effect
was produced by this styie of address, delivered
in a deep, sepulchral tone, as il to lrighten the |
cours roominio propriety,

TILTON'S CHURCRGOING.

Mr. Evarts (1o the Uourt)—We will have the
“irue story' here at two o'elock, and until that
;ﬁ?.:’mu vCCupyY Lle Bpace with solue LOILES ad-

Q. Do you remember, Mr, Tilton, whether or no
you leit of golng to Fismouth church—had leit o
or did leave off then goiug to Plymouth courch—as
BAFLY U8 the year 18650° A, No, KIF: | weut occme
sionally ali tve way down to the spring of 1570,

Q. Now, how oiten did you go in 1508t A, 1
dou't rewember.

Q. Did you go more than twice im that whole
year? A, Yes, mir,

Q. Dldlyuu g0 more than two or three times? A.
Oh, yes, 1 did, down to the spring of 1870,

l.&. You did g oveasionally i 1866 ¢ A. Yes, &ir,
and in

Q. Now, diu you

1867, 1868 and 15469,
more than two or three times
in tbat gaﬂr! A. Weli, | aou’t remember; 1 wouid
#ay perhaps | went elght or nine times; perhaps it
muy have veen ten,

Q. Now,in the year 1807 did you go atall, and If at
all, did you go more than two or tiree times? A.
Lcanuol say how many times.

Q. And in the year 1868 what was your habit of
attending that courcn ? A. 1 tbink 1 wens tw
church avous us other paople do,

Q. ‘Ihere is a great aifference 4a Lo the (roquency
wiia whiga people go to churen; | would ratner
have your personai recollection * A, My recoliec-
tion is that | went to Plymourd churen witn more
or less lrequency wnen | was 1n town in all the
Years up to 1570; you must remember that | was
in the Duble of lectnring fve mouths In the year; |
then Plymoutn churco was closed during two
otoer monthy of the year,

We needn’t argue atout it; the fact [ want
10 Know 1s wnether you went lo 1808 more than
two or three tmes to Plymourh crurch? A. | |
&g&l Wilu more or less [requency up o thie year

Q. Will you teil me how many times yon went?
A. 1 do Dot kpow bow many times.

Q. Apd su In the year 1860 did you then go mors
than two or three Limes ? A, | tuink I shall bave
to make toe same answer to that; | don't kDow
BOW many times.

THE WOODHULL'S MENAGE.

Q. You have amd, Mr, Titou, o regard to your
visits at Mra, Woodhull's nouse, that you dever
pagsed but one olgnt there; now bow [ate in the
night have you been there on other occusions ?
A. lahould say eleven o'clock perhaps: | went
all over the nouse once, In order thut Mra, Wood- |
; hull mighi show that every roum Was emuty und

barren of lurniture ; there was ooly vne room oge |
cupied in it, and that was her room, her husbana's |
study aad u room occupied oy Mr. Anure s, |

Q. Wnen was that?! A. [ aon't remember the

|

(). Are youm cértain that you received the check
belvre you signed that paper? A, Yes, sirj be-
cause the paper was not signed till aiterwsra,

Q. Now yuu B4y you calnot rememober when or
where you signed the paper? A. I don't remem-
ber the exact spot, uo, sir; I remember thot there
wous & discasslon thag followed 1t- W0 or Lhree

Ays.

g{. Nor the exact time? A. No, sirj [ only re.
memoer this very distioctly, that the signiog of
that paper had nothing ro do With toe arbitration
or the payment ol Lue money, (Stricken out.)

“I dwtnctly remember that the signlng of
that paper (the tripariite agreement) had nothing
to do with the arbltration of my claim on Bowen
anf the payment of the §7,000," This statement
was volonteered by the witness and was stricken
out, A great craning ol necks ocourred in the
andience a8 U In antleipation of some damaglng
admission on the part ol the witness, but he sailed
over the trouvled waters in salety.

THE TRUE BTORY.

Mr. Evarts (to plawntifi’s counsel)—Now, gen-
tlemen, have i)'lm, Lhe pages or the “True Story,”
a8 1t 18 calied

Mr, Morris—We have mot got them, Mr. Tilton
%gmn hle has tuem among his papers, [ have not

8N,

Mr, Evarts—]1 ask now, if Your Honor pieass,
from tbe counsel and the piainuf, the prodogtion
of the preserved pages ol Lhe “Irue story."
gave taem notice to produce them yesterday, that
1 snould need them thia morning.

Mr. Beuch—They might have Leen produced.

OBLO; I Lhe early part of my sequainiance with
her; she wauted me to go there tv the house and
#ee Lhat there Was nothing 1o 1t: 1t wos s bare as
| & BeW house; Lbers was ouly one room furnished;
| that was the parior.

| Q. Lnd it conlinue to ba Lo this condivion duri
the whole period ol your visiting there? A.
don't remember; nevér went upstairs but that
once,

Q. And that 1s all that you know about It I
underatand you t A, That s ail I know about it,
yes Bir; she iold me that
called a house of 1ll-repute, aud she wanted me to
Bee Lhat it was totully unoccupled, aud there wus
Do article of farniture in it irom the top tobottom, |
only the room wnich #ne ana her nusbana oceu- |
pied, and the roow Mr, Andrews occupled, and
there was one wnich, 1 tolok, her mocier and her |
SisLer occupied; however, 1k Was 8 great, empty, |
barren house; thut was one of the ¢ircamsiiauces
tnat impressed me with the idea that she wus
a traducea woman, |

|

. Well, did you undersrand whether it had been
Btripped by au eXrcutllion or auytuiug ot that Kind?
A. Ny, 8ir; 1 slmply understood that it wWus an un-
occupled bouse—thal Is to say, un unfurnished |

house.
Q. And had always been s0? A, I never asked |
ANy queston avouc it; never thought oo the sub-

Ject Iroin that diy 1o this,

Do you mean to suy toat yon don’t Know tnak
it was ever refurnished? A.°1 don't know any-
thing about 1t} never neard auytolog avout 1t; [
don't kngw wietner 1t was or not: I never kuew,
| never understood unything about 3t

THE PAPERS IN THE CASE.
Q. Now. how early after tha puvlication of the

Mr. Morris—L ndven'i then in my pussession.
Witness—1 will give them Lo you ut two o'clock.
Mr. Evarts—We pass, then, \f Your Honor pleases,
t0 anotber subject.
THE BOWEX LETTER.

Q. Now, Mr. Tiiton, you prepared for pablica.
tlon, or put in 1ype, the Bowen letter, with com.
ments, you remember? A. Yes, sirjtihe date of
1t8 preparation was toward tre end ol Maron, 1872;
laun't know that I showad It to uoybudy alter 16
Wage 1o type; [ discassed it with Oilver Johnson; 1t
waa
M, Beecher; [ tninok [ was present at the time; [
donot rememoer ANOWINE IT 1O &Y person outalds

Judge,

u‘qnnm continued—My recollection is that I
bursi in with the exXiravagant expression that if
Mr, Bowen wouid reLract his words and blot them
out | was willing to sign it twenty times uver; my

P lmpresston s that toe paper was brought thera

iresn that oay, possioly by Mr. Ciatllu, and the
arport of their mquiry was this:—In case Mr.
wen would sign such’ a paper, wonld I s1gn 1t ¢
1gadd, 1t mr. Howeo will, then I certainly will,
tweunty times ovey,
WHY IT WAS NOT SIGNED,
Q. Now, will you auswer the question. what pre.
vented you siguing 1t¥ A, 1don't thiug anythin
revented me; if I baa chosen to sign 1t | coul
ave doue s0; I expressec my willlnguess 1o sign
it, nut my Intention o sign (t; [ took o pen 1o my
hand ano said, »Br me tnat paper sud i Mr
Bowen will sign 10 [ will sign 1t;" [ do not remems
ber any one saying, “Don't sign firdt, or pe: uapa
Mr. Buwen wou't ne as wiling to gign & ter you ;"
1 don’t tecollect anyLhing o1 that sorr, thougn Mr.

Mouiton expressed a doubt; my napression 18 that |

Mr. Moulton =alo that he did not bedeve Mr. Bowen
would sign 1t [ remember Mr, Claflin saying, **Mr.

Bowen nus got to sigo ic;" 1 do not rememoer Mr- |

C.atin saylng, “Better not slgn 1t belore Mr.

Bowen does, or perngps he will nos be wililng co |

aign alter you have signed,

Q. Now, s, do you not think thas the whole of
that paper was read by you, or to you thar even
lug at that intoiview ?
sir, that | don’t remember whether 1t WAS ur was
not; this I remember, that 1 whe whole was read
the remaining parag-aphs were glossed owver,
because | remember when reading it the naxt

| day | was siruck Ly the extraovdinery words put |

N0 my Mmouti; the Pars tost [ was 10 gsslme 1n
thet sgreement bud wiready been spoken oij [
think Mr. Ciafitn came to Mr, Moulton’s house; [
rememoer NAYILZ & CODVAISALION WIth bim in Mr,
Moolton's house, and | think there wWere two or

three Interviews with nun befors chis agreement |

culminaten; | think we nad a discussion aboot
Lhe suuject.
WHAT BECAME OF IT,

Q. Now, who touk away (At paper—the draft?
Did you take 1t away?! A, I dou't remember
whether | touk It away; | saw it next at Wilke-
son's office, a day or two aiter; lsaw it agan,
when 1 was asked 1o sign 1t, aud declined to do so,

A STIFP UREEZE
here sprung up between counsel, in wnloh the
Judge took & part. Ii blew a burricane lor ten
minutes. Morris, Beacb, Evarts, Fullerton and the
Judge got mixed up In Inextricabla conlusion,
Evarts stood rigid as a crowbar, and neld
his ground bravely tbrough the storm. Heach,

Fuollerton apd Morrls popped up in rapld
puccessiun, and though awled Ly a beavy
broadside from the Judge falled to shake

the courage of the Intrepid counsel lor the de-
fence. The volume of iair judgment was against
Evarts. The witness wus clearly entitled w ex.
plain why, aiter expressing his willingness tosign
the tripartite agreement, he demurred on fnding
that there wus sometning in 1v he could not in«
dorse. ‘I'he passages between Evarts and the
Judge and betwecn Livarts and the ceunsel for the
piaiotiut were shuarp and exciting, and kept the
wudicnce on the “ragged edge” of apprebension,
The limits of courtesy were hardly transgressed,
but there was a very cluse approach to Ll temper
on ull stdes,

Was it the drait that was before you and
Wilkeson at the nterview ac the Nortn Pacifle
Ratroad ofMice ; there wWas some paper beiora you,
Woks 10 the arviit ¥ AL L doo't Know wiether 1t was
Mr. Wilkeson's dratt tRat he proposed lor me to
BIG0 OF WOSLHer It Wis fny drst of what 1 pro-
posed to sige; ik may have besn voth.

. Can you or not teil me whether or not Mr,
Wilkesou's drait which vad been before you at the
Interview between Culin, Mouiton and humsell
was ogore you and him At Lhis joterview at tae
raliroad oice ! A, That may have been ;) L 8o then
It waa tnere 1 order that my proposed change
should e put into 1t

Q. When, 11 at all, wis thay drafl taken into
your possession nod made the suoject of amends
ment or change by you ? A, [ don't rememner
the exact date.

BOWEN'S CHEUR,

Q. Now, have you a copy ol tnat award that was
made ! A, Yes: it cousisted of Mr, bowen's coock
Ior £7.000; 1 belleve I have it; thal's the only
copy.

). You have the cneck? A, I don't Know whether
I

I aa o copy of tne award; Lo you the award
Wi BuWen's clieci; 1here wis no other puper;
COwt 18 nil | care 1or; my HOpres-ion i< that ali the
aroftrators were preseat and Mr. Howen also when
I received the eneck; Mr, Moulton was nlgo there §
1ehink I took dhe coeck home to show 1o my wie
and that | hamaed it to Friokhn Woodror the next
duy or the day sfter.

Q. Now, buve you any dralt or record of any
el you made s ur'ginal dralty AL No,
BIr) DUL P Wokeson Das; e las vhe paragtapn
wihitch | proposed; (L was o oy handwritiog; |
displacea his |||:rngrlpn and substituted one or my

own.,
. He did have It at the time? A, Yes, #ir; and

A. 1 have already sala, |

Bave 105 | bave Bowen's monev; you a#ked moe if |

of my own counsel: I think I showed 1t 1o Mr.
Ward, but do not remember (f [ snowed It to Jadge
Reynolds; aiterward & number of peuple Baw 1L}
my impression !8 that nobody saw It uotul alter
the Woodhuil puolication in Novemoer, and [ was
Joining with Mr. Mouiton mukiug devices; It was
& purt of the trjpartite agreement—an arucle.

Q. How early in the progress of Lhe tripartite
agreement did you stow 1t 1o Mr. Wilkeson. A. I
don't rememoer,

Q. Dia you show It to bim befure it came to be a
part ol the iripartite agreement, before the text
ol the tripartite ngreement nad been presented ?
A. Wiy, ol courde; how otherwise could It huve
been made o pirt o the agreement? tnere was
one arbitravion, And that Was Lae one & few days
beiore; It was ended by the award.

Q. Had you then auy suit pending, or bad any
begn cummenced against Mr. Bowen! A. Yed,
SIT.

Q. In wnat court? A. Weil, I don't know; one
ol thes=e courts; perhaps thisone; Mr. ward com-
meuced a suit ln my absence.

Q. Well, tbhere wiad o sult pending whicn had
| beén commenced daring your absence ¥ A, | don’s
kpow whether ft was o sult or whether you call it
| supplementary proceediugs; 1s thaut a suit ©o tuke
Lestimony ?

Q. Well, 1 have heara of a young lawyer begin-
ning a sult by 1Is3wng & A Jfa, out your view ol the
| matter 18 there was asult pendiog ¥ A, There was
i BULE Or sume proceedings.

Q. Soe procecdings at law for the collection of
| the amount; tuat is your nution? Yes, sir.

Q& Now, who dld you snow taatb laiter o In De-

slipt Al L aon’t remember that I snowed It to
| nnybody merely as an article by itaeli, but oniy n
| conuection wilh waat wus calied “The (rue
| Atory ;" pernaps I did show it Lo MF. Belcner; 1
| sluk | did, to Mr. Bamuel Beloner,

WHAT BECAME OF THE SLIPS?

Q. Now, 1 am pot inquiring abont anything st
pressnt except this article, as put in some 1orm of
L pe by 1l Nuw, you fUIDE you suowed It to
Mr. Beleher® A, Yes, sir,

i§. And in this sume ume in December? A, I
don’s remember; 18 may have been earlier tnan
|1

k.

Q. Do you know how maopy slips were printed ?
A, Toree, | tolnk; 1 antecwara learned tnat rhe
printer had one; 1 alterward learncd that & copy
haa been dropped, ud 1 was told, itom my pocket
L im the prinuug odlce; whether that was tiue I

can't #ay; a prioted sip had veen shown to the |
Iev. D, Field, thie cditer of whe New Yora Evan- |

| gelist, whose printing oflice was on the nexi fduor
| abuve mihe.

| Very well: now what became of the three
| slips ¥ A. One went to Mr. Wikeson and |8 em-
busdita Lo the tripariite coveoant andis here in
court, and one I8 10 our posses-iou, with Mr. John-
Son's amendments; L LNDKE there was ouly vue
completed slLp; oue coiy Wis picked up by the
prinier. I think that was an incomplecs copy,
without Mr. Johuson’s amendments; Judge
Morris and | have tae incomplsie copy, 6Xcept so
tur a8 Mr. Johnson's handwriting; 1 tuink the one
|10 bhe tripartite covenaut is Lhe ouly cumpleie one

in type,

. Now, Mr. Tilten, did you loan vne of those
glijis to Mr, John W, Harmon? A. Yes, sir, 1 did,
| alter the Woodnull scandal; Mr, Harmon I1s & very
ipumate trlend of wine, and I consulted with him
irequeatiy; I showed him u sitp and commitied 1
| to nis aiscretion; I did not spy to mm | dido's

care what he did with 1es cared & guod deal
| what ne did with ity Mro Harmon bad it two or
| three tnes, aud on ole vecsslon @ genrleman

from the newspaper ofliss called upun me and
| wanted very much to see that prool; [did not
| snow a1t to nimj aiter that e tuld e Mr. Harmon
| haa spoken of 1t; 1 wentto Mr. Harmon's house
| Witn tue prool; Mr. Harmon wasu't there, and [

leit it watn bim; 1 1elt it at nis house encased Ina
| note; | don't Know wWhat thab note said; that
| paper was subsequently pubished; there nad becn
| repeated threals made to publisn it.

(). Who Waue Lhese threats ol puolication? A.
| 1don's. remember, sir; | think it was simply tne
flow 1ng gossip of the town LIAL the Kagie nad pos-
sesslon 0 thescandal, whien 1t migut publish; I
donot Know thas any threats were made; [ would
not call them tnrewty, it was gossip; [ konow a Mr.
Mebermott, connecred wita the Brookiyn press,

THE DAY OF JUDGMENT.

Q. Do you remember nissaying to you in advance
of the publication of (4 1y the Sunday Press or wne
Eagie that he was going to publish ltt Are you
quice sure that Mr. MebDerimott did not tell you in
agavance that the publication was golng to be
mine ¥ A. Yes, as certain né the Judgment Day
wili come,

Q. That is & future event. You should say you
are sure, A, That s one ol those things which we
Al ATe certaln ol—tine dny of the Almighity—

Q. Sthilae ie 1u toe uioce, A, The Great I Am.

. You moean by That you are ehiirely certain
| that ha uid pot tell vou ¥ A uid not Know Mr,

Mebermoti; did nok koow Dim until ae came into

my office, presenting lis card, after the puolica-
| tion s | asked Bim If ne was tne man that publisned

that weticie s he said he was, wod 1 oraerea bim
otiv of the office’ 1 never could comprenend unril

o few days aeo LOW LNAt 8110 caiwe to be published §

when | suw Mr. Kinsella's correspondence pub-

Lishied b Ba1d i that that Mr, Beecher had shown

Lo i A Bripartite coveuaant, or, a4t all events,

Mr. Bowen aenled (t, and ] saw there an explana-

tion of how, possibly, the Kagle mignt buve got
| hola of tne article.

“You are certain that McDermott did mot call

utin ehp torm: Mr. Moulton showed 1t to |

! czmber—this arsicle lncluding the Bowen lester or I

Bavon letler D'{. you—your letter 1o Dr. Bacon— |
huw eary sifer’ that aid any more papers or |

| hands conuecied with tne watisr come 10to vour |
made my swora statement, Whicn wis & monti

| Stateinent; vney never ouwme Lot my possession; {

|
Booun aiter bue publleation of the Bacon ietter did

| copies ol vapers whicn had been 1 Mr. Moalton's |
| hands ¥ A My present linpression 14 tint none of
| Ehem came Iuto wy Landa; Lout is 10 Bay, when |
atter tne Bacon letter, | then hud no aceess to the
pupers: chen they were puulished in Mr, Becebe'a

have scen the papers sioce Ll suil hus gune oo, ‘

Q. Wel, the quesiion, s, iltoon, 18 this:—How |

| elthor Lig pajers themselves that hud boen 1u Mr. |
Mouleon's josscasion, or copies of them, whnicn

Were nut giready in your possession, como u o |

| your handat now, do you say thes never did ¢ A, |

| 1don't uude:stand yoar question, Mr. Evarts,
. Nuw, how soon siter vou published the Bucon
| lestor uld auy pupers that were not before inat |
Lidle ID YoUr hands, Or uny coples of papers that |
Wert not beiure (hat time o your bhands, did the |
papeis that were 1o Mr, Moulton's hands come
te Your posse=sion ¢ |
HOW TILTON MADE IS STATEMENT,
Winess—[ dou's remember thatany papers or |
Copie ol papers camie 10 My Possession (rom Mr, |
| Muwlvu's nagds at ail; Mr. Moulton publisued 1o |
Il otu statement tue documents whicn lie had |

. 10 copies came [rom Moullon ¥ A, [ recols |

I lect ery disunctly golng Lo Mr, Moulton's belore
tne syorn stalelmeut Was prepaced, wnd he de- |

| eline: to et me have them. |

| Q bat you 1emewber distioctly * A, Yes, sir;
I nadio make my statelaent upon the méagre mu-

| tering 1 wad 1 my swie,

G fow, &ir, I Eou will refresh your recollectlon

by loking ar that lust cluuse ! A Yes, siT.

Q. low, sir, Juok at that, will you, sad tell me |
| Wherthe pupera aud copies ol pupera that yon |
| therdreier Lo came Inio your hands? A, Willyou |
| alonime Lo read this seutence ¥ 3
| Q lertniniy,
|  Wiless (reading)—*I had with the original
| Ao ulents uere, lor the MOSE pary o my posses-
| Blon,
|

]

Q. ow, before the papers you there refer to,
huw g had they veen In pussession? A, Why,
everijuce thay nad bDeen wntien,
Q. lid you not, when you were preparing your |
BLAtEICNL 10r e culbmittes, received irom Mr. |
Moudo any papers or cupiles ol papers wileh up |
Lo tNL TLNe YOUu Dud LOL Ju FOUr pussession ! A,
Nu, & Mr. Mouton—
&: fary waell, that js all.
ess (continuing)-—Mr. Moalton would not
Ist m have them, thut 1s— |
. Yeui, the jace 1s that berween the time of the 1
publmtion ol tie Bacon letter and 1oe time you
madyour sworu sratement thas you did not re- |
celvany ol the docosents ¥ A, No, sir, Mr, |
Moudu Was very angry about it, aod 1etused.
“{m UBUAl rectss uniil wo o’vlock was then |
¢

i AFTER RECESS.

Thevitness was on extibition in the coatr for a
quarr of an hour belure the proceedings were re- !
sume Mr. Evarts was the cause of tne delay, He
was pting his nmmunition tog=ther aud 1t finally
appeted in the shape of *the i'rne Statement,”
whic was read pi to a proloundiy at-
tente sudience, |

TILTOX'S TRUE STORY. |

‘Thwitness said, in reply to Mr. Evarts—I have |
prodeed papers n relerence Lo tue “Iine Story;" |
theyre Dot parts ol the deait; they wie part of
tue (py; there nre some blanks in them, dlunks
not ked up i waat 1 have called the “compiete |
copy! the “‘compiete’ copy nad never Leen
aosotely completed; these oreall that [ liave |
becnble to ad, ail that 1 Koow of bDelug now o |
ex|smce; every sorap; there 18 no copy of Ay
of turest shat I know ol

Q. r. Tiltun, please listen to woat 1 shall now
read du, ibd say waether you recognize it as the
comuncement of Luw “lrus dtory.' (Readiug) :—

Ouday last menth, when I was in worthern New l
Hamalre, a scanualous putdcation burst lk: a eloud |
over § homo In #rookiyn, and soed o sudden shadow
on miiie's good name, |

Mrivaris—=Do you remember that as the tirse |
seutae in your “True story ¥ A, 1 dou't re-
mensr that precise pbhrasciogy. but Sutmething
ol tn klnd; [ cau't posilively swear to thuse
exudvords,

Mrivarts then read the starement sentence by
sentce, the witness asseuting vo uearly all of
the stement,

Q.About ten or eleven years ago HMeury C. |
Buwl, for wnoln | was then working as sui-
ordiie 10 the Indopendent omce, todl me one |
eveld, whea crossiug tne Fulion lerry, thas |
Hey \Ward Beeclier was gulliy of aduiiecy, and |
ng:m 10 Indianapoiis and was continited 1n

Bralyo." Do you remember that? A. | don's
rendiber that a8 a part of the siatemeat; I re-
meber Mr. Bowen telling mw» that,

N Evaris (continuing to read) ;—

Ang a part of this time Mr. Boocher wan the oditer |
in large of the fudependeat aud | was lleatspant.
Aftwards ne peddred and | osucceeded to the olur,
Bg before Mr. Heecher's rotirement and afterwurd
n’}. wasin the habit of saving, “The pastor of Ply-
mih ohurch was a lIn.nFnruu! vistor mmong the
tesies of his congregation

Do you remember that as a part of yoar state.
mt? A. [don't remember thiat 48 & part o1 my
stement; | remember 10 disuncily as a part of
Boeu's siptemeut,

adingi—

is statement [ alwavs Leard with unwilling oar
hﬁg No Wore taste 1oF soaidal then than nuw, an?l
wid not note (it hare unicas [t was oo of the Ppivols oo
wili the ensulug nistory turns. 1

i on? you recognize that sentence? A. No, sir;
o't rememoer  that sentencs acoural

engh to swear to It, oly
Yo varts then read s —

a further statement stlil mors unwiiling! L]
BOCCRIALY T LI expinnmdon of the nun-c-qnfu::rl:?,-?m?:
:lull.l ;;1:!:u‘rllln;tumu “;mm ALy that I the suininer
5 C MO Bty Widertacen, o |

ting the fudepeusiant, the m.f Iting also of the nmi:#lnl:::
|

F
|4
[
? Mrs. Elizaveth R il
M, Mrs FHton, my wite,
ednunication concerning Mr, Hlethu;: #“u"]iii.‘?u’"ﬁoi

| oK

| may ve something el¢e in toe shape of

Ler house nad been |

| nuve lorowd her to enter our house.”

| that in your siatement ¥ A, Yes.

| and 1o Bote Lhe proceeoings of the coarch,

| Was called was to that in waich the **l'rue Story"
| Ways:i—"'‘Mr. Bowen sald, Mr, Beecher can’

r 'Ogh T ghosld wrong him b ne,
:0 :ge'h“ noted o.:wn na gem:r'au!:tg:;-u- ’lol-
lows: “Mr. i. W, Beccher—

On this question & long legal argument ensnesd,
in which Mr. Fullerton, Mr. Evarts, and Mr. Beac
purt. Mr. Fulerton objecied, contendipg
thut they onght to know whetner counsel on the
Otlier slde bad before toem the true stutement.

hat woula aspeak for itseil, if produced. Mr.
Evarts thought ne was in order ln asking these
questions (rom the paper belore him,

Judge Neilson—! ‘think, in view of the circnm-
Bfavces that the pajer was iu the hands of Mrs.
Tiiton, pod updersiood to LAYe hecn desiroyed,

and there 18 o smail portion finally ioand, apu |

oultv & portion, and this wilness I8 ignorant ol any
uigre, lie oiay 'ake 1018 course wiether Le hus got
the correct copy or not.

Mr. Fulierton—They are pot reading irom the |

ITAEIENLS: they are showing something elge, 1&

copy. That
Is the dilculty abouk it i
The Judge—! think we will go op, gentiemen.
Take an ex-eption.
Mr. Evaris—Now, | must begln agaln the sen-
tence that was incomplete :— »
As a further statemert still more unwilling!y ovened,

Yel necessary to an explination of the subseguent com-
of eircun. st

Witness (nterrupiing)—'Still more wunwil-
Unuly," whar, sir, “opeped”

Mr. wvaris—-Opened.” +As a further state-
meut, sill more unwillingiy opened,"

Witness—I[ don't understan,

1.
Mr. Evart's (conupoung)—

Yet necessary to an explanation of the
eomilcstion of elreumstanoes, | most sy ‘r‘i.".‘f&“fz?&
summer of 1570, & fesw wonths aiter 1 had unéertnken, iu

addition o editing the 1y et
Hrooklyn vsion, Mra Elizabeth I, T
:.n Ln.: incumm uulunhtlanl no‘ml!nru nll:.l'a
v er own words, les wrol i

my o®n, she afierward no ~ Ial:‘nru :r? n‘n?ugnurit‘nlr:mﬁ
us mlluwa:——".\lﬁn. W. Beecher, my triend and pustor,
soacited me to be n wife to him,’ together with ail that
this Luplies' | porrew the abeve tact from my wiie's
handwriting, and forbll mysell from pausing “at this
point either to blacken it or lighteu it,

The witness said that the substance of that was
his; vut i copied Irom the original there were two
words incorrecily copled.

Q. What are those words? A. The words ‘“‘open!’
and *any."

%. What should the word opan’ be? A, Idon't
know ; but it seems to me to

., And the word ‘“‘auy" co 1o what co
tion? A. Reama the lasi, please,

Mr. Evarts—*'[ vorrowed the above fact from my
wie's handwritiog, and lorbld myself referring 1o
this open, elther to blacken 1t with any epither,”
A. “'Blacken It with any eplihet or lighten It with
any explauation ;' that 13 what |t ought to be,

The Judge—In other words, that is what you
think you would have writien ?

Mr, Tiiton—1 don't think he read it as I wrote it,

Q *“lhe lubjogl 0l D1y wile's recital was commu.
nicated o few wheks alterward by me to 0. ). and
¥. . M., and my wife to lier motlier aua some ais-
tant relatives, Mr. Beecher was nbsent [rom the
city at the time, being on his vacation.'

. Do you remember that? A. 1did nos write
the initials; I wrote the names in full if T wrote it
atall; 1did not do it in that biind way; 1 cannot |
swear positively. i

Mr, Evavis }rndlnﬂ-—-"ﬁunnn the snmmer of |
the year 1870 | spoke of the case to & few Imends
aud exﬁreasnd more apger rather than charity to- |

0 edit slso the

L
Iﬁtal‘l my wile, mida
r. Bescher, which,

| ward Mr. Beecher; though toward Mr, Bowen
| Whose iwo papers I was editing,
| Lelng unwilling to add auy more fuel to his anger
| Agalust the man he was willlng to destroy ;" now,
Mr. Evarts (readiog)--
| My wie's mother now began to Au imporiant
n relation to these persons to ench other, This
| for years in a chronic staie of unpr:;-n-loulxg r‘l:"lr‘
ot Brooklyn, recommemded, several vokrs nga, thnt ahe
¢ tiken and sent to an institaton for the insane,

' 1 wana silent,
i do you remember thatt
ari in my relations to Mr. Bowen an lﬁ Beecnur, and
Yousness, and one of our physictans, the lata
Atmong her cecentricities—which are alluded te nos to

| reproach ther author. whom disenss should jargely ex-

ONArkto 1POm consi c—wis an attem
trequently, to take the i@ of her hus
1, Mots:, by eluiching his throat
with such powertinl clutch
xtltﬂi‘;‘llllﬂi.ullu;?t\; lh;lluuuleu u:rg.luslﬂuun ana lier tury
a 1 - 1 alttaratorim. Ll n .
ration between her husbanfl and uemlF A BIRE
Mr. Tton (interrupt, —I stuted “cutting”
throat, s, pting) \ag bis
Mr. Evaris—No, “clutching."
Q. Do you regugnize thut s a part of your state-
ment? A. Idon't remember the exact statement,
(. And Wus that sitatement included in your
statement! A. | think there wss a very sharp
st
tr

Pl nbout that thne,
nd, Hon, Nathan
and sirangiing him

atem-ut of Mra. Morse and her troubles nnd vinr
oubirs with her, but I do pol know wuether that
18 the one or nol,

Q. In & less degree 8she had nsed wiolence
towird other persons, and hwd Irequently written |
lettersa Lo e tureatsning my lite*—do you recog- |
nize that? A. ldon't remember taal Statement;
L remembar the tact of her threatening my lie,

Q. “Her lngenulry of starement agnings her re-
latlins durlng theee spasms was cunoing and ma-
licious in the exireme.” At the same time in
Bayime this:—1 bear testimony to the kKinanessof
bher nature. By those who know her weil her
peculiurities are understood, aod an acqualntance
filleginie) o the moa* peaceable and iuscinating |
person.’” Do you remember that as ¢ part of your |
alatement? A. No, air: bur if that blank were |
flie1 1 thiok 1t would be 4 correct statemens ol
tne lady's gharacter and Labils,

Q. *Ihe onhappiness she nas occasioned to
every member of my own jamily has 1icreased
ITom year 1o year, until at last

Mra. Tilton and [ |
Do you re-
rember thal? A, ldow’t remember it 88 & part
ol the statement (to the Court); LI your Hunor
will merruct me 10 regard ro these maiters; 1 um

| constant.y reralling to mysell that I am unuer

oath, and 1 wish my answers may be conslatent;

| here 1s a series ol sentences reud to me, and I am

asked whether or not | wrote several years ago
Buch and sucn sentences; | am unable to stite
pusitively that 1 did; 1t wonld be very easy to pat
ul incoirect sentence belore me and make mo
prove thut It was what L wrote at the time; |
don't wish to sWear to What is cos true; lnaw
agein request the writing to be j.ui be.ore me and
1010 my hauds, so I cau read it irom the beginoiug
10 the end, and have an opportanity ol identilying
1t ou the document alludea to, 11t be Lue doca-

ment.
Tue Judpe—If you recognize it as & portion of |
What you wrote, so answer. [l you do not yua will |
Answer you 4o mot. Il you remember 1t in sul-
:t:nuu and not o words, you may answer that

Mr. Evarts theo qaestioned the witneas. reading
frow tue naper, a8 to whetder 10F ten years he hud
uot been on speaking terms with Mrs. Beecher.
And snat the canse of ber vosulity was an act of
Kiduess he (Miton) haa performed lor one of huer
enthdiren, “Spe naver since syoke (o me as a
Iri;nd,” The wiluess repiied that ne recognized
UL us ke something he haa written,

Q. ““Mr. Bescher advised me Lo sapport Mr. E.
D. Webster for Congress.” Do you recogolze that?
A. 1'do nor, I

Q. 1l declined to support Mr. Waobater. Mr. |
Bowen sald that one way to support Alr. Webster |
Wil to dismifs 188 editor (editor ot Brooklyn |
Union), Mr, Webster plames we jor o1 deleat, |
ant mallgns me to t018 day.” Do yon recoguizo |
that? LTie witness was anoerstood o ansawer tuat
he did Dot remember any O that. 3

Reterriug tu some statement which, acoording
1o the paper, M. Bowen had made conceruiug the
position ol his ¢hljdien, Mr. Kvarts read:— took
off iy crown, latd 1o at s leet, and saw Goid sive
the King.’'? Do yoa recoznide thal statement ¢

Wirness—That svauds like me.
io court)

Coupsel referred, In the paper, to certain ar-
rongements vetwesn the wilne=s and Bowen re-
parding tie matagement of Bowen's newspujers,
and read, 1 notited approval to (llver Jonnson,
and gave lnm my gold waleh tu prool of the love [
cherighed jor tne man.'t Do you, asked vounsel, |
recugnize taay?

Wituess—I remember making an allusion of that
kimmd to Mr. Jobuson; o answer to uns token
there came & lecler, iIrom Mr, Johuson, which lets
ter [ have in my jossession, |

G “lo ndition to tins jetter, which 1 cherish
much, | received a git of a goid waich froin Mr.
Bowen 1o repigee tne one | had given away.'" Is

(Greas Inughter |

Under dute o1 December 22, 1872, the mdepend- |
ént (sald Mr. Evarts) coniained w vaiedictory wnd
respunss which is not bere. “Mr. Jonnson mea-
tioued to we that some sirange tales had been
tuld to Mr. Bowen; that Mr. Bowen, without
BpecilyiGg them, was anooyed witn them.” Did
you 8ey that o the statement? A. 1 do not vee
member that. g

Mr. Evarts (again reading from the paper; al-
laided to some of Mrs. Morse's statemenrs, and to
the allegavion thersin tuat Howen salil as ne
(Tuton) was to be eaiter of the Wrooklyn E'mion
1ur Uve years he shoald devote more attentisn to
the affairs of Plymonth courca. Did you make
that statement ?

Wituess—1 think that is part of the statement, |

My, Evarss (reaalug) —*To be s wiltness theie
1
said | bad not beeg In Plymouth cuurch jor |
mouths pust, and proubably ihue | would uot be
thiere, My opizions | siated to hiimio & lew words
{i tne presencs ol Mr. Johoson, my wile's commu- |
picaron goneerming Mr. Heecoer o

Witness—|1 du uot twink wnere was auny such
bupghng sealence in ik a8 tnal,

Mr. Evarts (resoing)—"alr, Howen's Indignation
aguinst Mr. Becclier was extreme, He rose irom
nis ebuir, and said Mr. Beecher must be made 1o
guii lus pulpli. He relierated the charees «od saia
Mr, Beecher nad i d his adultery, and  1me
plured lorgivencss with u tear,”

Withess—I do not remember (nat,

Mr, Evarts then read 1o witness that portion of
the staiemons 1n which ke refers to tue conversa-
tton wolcu ne had bad with Mr. Henry €. Bowen,
wihen the latter usked him 1o write to Mr,
Heeecher (and brougat bim pen and ink to do go)
wod demand that he should at ouve retire Irom
Flyuoui b churcn puipis and alse from toe editor-
Bnip of the CAriatian Union. Counsel asked wig- |
ness wheroer he rememovered wWriting that, and |
Mr, Tilton replied thac be did not recall it,

The next pont to which the uttention o) witness

L deny,
and he dure not deny IL" Witness could not re- |
cull It to mewwory, ‘I'ne next section reaa was Lne
letier of December 20, 1970, to Mr. Sewcner, call- |
lng upon him, *lor reasous whicn you expuciily
understaud, vou leave Piymuuth “chureh,’ &c.,
SIgN A L T

4. Did you sign that letter ¢ A. No, sir; 1 never |
r‘il{ff‘n?um“ letter “I'. T.:" 1 signeu it *Theodore

My, Evares then read: =41 put the letter in Mr,
Bowen's hand, 1o be delivered by Lim to Mr.

| beecher; ana Mr. Moulion calied on me durin

the aiternoon and 1 teld him o the [etter wiich
hud wiitten, and oe said, *You cught never to
lave written It at all, or when you did write it yon
ougnt o have made Mr, Bowen sign it.'" The |
Counsel went on Lo read taat Mr. Moultou then
ade & memorandum ol the fagt tnat Tneodore |

WVe no rense there. |

Dr. Barker, |

that her grasp was joosened |

| #ation hepl

. natural lady and as pure us an ange.t

| B

1
' Titon had that dav, December 24,
him of his demand oo Mr. Beecher. 10 Sneee

Witness did remember putting tnat memo;andom
in the “True Story."

The nexi exiragt went on to recite that a day or
two alterward, p ompted by bis wite (Mra. Tiitom),
he resolveda tu send Lo Mr. Der 10 mest him,
and be despatcned word to Mr, Bowen Infurming

him o  his Intention, and M:. Bowen
came inlo the apartment wnere he (Tilon) was
seated, the duy jollowing, 1n & toweriog

| rage. DIs bearing veing more vl AD INsaae thAD ol
| & ratlonal Kind 3 *pe threstened me that 3f [ should
divuige to sir, beecher wnat he had sard aguibet
hiw, ur thut e had dony purt io the letter caliing
on Mr. Heeclier Lo vacate the puoipif, ne should
suspend e irom the mansgemasu) ol Lhe paper,
and he wonld summon a policeman sud Lave me
passed OuL Inio the slreerd.”

Q. Was thut what you wrote in the ‘True
BLory ! A, ibgt was the substapce; Ioan's re-
wemper all I wrote,

Q. “Hesal likeoone ina dream,” Did you write
that ?* A, I think | dud,

Q. It Is bul o few sguares from here to iy
house ; go and ask Mrs, T/lron whether she wrote
Rug letier: go und ask lor yourseln"

Witness—1 dan't rem~mor that phraseology.

“When e returned Mr. Mowlton asked bum
whnot he had <ald, and he saud e “ad seen that
lady ' be then welt; this was about ¢ieven o'clock sl
night.” Do you remember that part of (he story |
A 1 thnk 1 remember tawr,

The pardgraph referring fo the crowning mis-
fortunes of thut jast week of Decemoer, 1§70—5he
dismtssal of Mr. Titoo by Mr. Biowen from the
Didependent and the Brookiyn Unlon—was then
read, Wituess did not remembder the exaot
puraseology.
|~ 1he pext point was that Ilo which the story
| treats ol WS preparition of & New Year's gife for
| Mr, Bowen in the form of the letter pudlisned—tne

ietter of January I, 1870 sod ruen {.llowed the
| repoart of the conversation whien Moulton had

with Beecher, and which he rereawtl to Moulton,
| Wlho touk phonograpnlc soles of it, lrom which he

Subsgquently wanseribad that portion lor the
U3 rue Story™ 4t the end o LWo yaars,

Connsel then next shuded wo “Mre, Davis' letter
to the springled Republioan, repudiatiog tne
Story in cireulation wplch connected her with havs
1ng & Knowledge ol 1he libelous ssory agalost Mr.
Beeener aud drd. Tuton; Mra. Davis was DOC i@-
timately ucquminted with Mrs, Tiltou ; uad met =;I'
but twice, and tnen Mrs. Tiwon, 11 she spoke of Mr,
Beecner ot ail, spoke of bim as o man of hooor
and her pastor.

Mrs, stantou, io @ letter Included in the gquoted
srory, aliuded to tne Woodbull story as like nuto
tne old adage, “False in une pariicuiar, false

L' She wroto that sbe would stand by Mrs.
ton in the hour of need. Mrs [ilton was alse
quoted a8 “denying the atory of Mrs, Davis' in-

tumacy with ner lamily; she nad not met that |

ad
for saveral years, and han never held apy mnz
sarion with her on the Woounull scandal,”

Mr. Evarta then read goe letter of Alrs, Tlitom
to Mr. Beecher (which has veeu repeajedly pub-
Lished) denying the story of suy impuro infimsey
with Mr, Beecher, und then jollowed the reading
of Mr. Bechei's expllcit denial of the coarge of
criminaliry.

Q. Do yvu know Mr. Jackson 8. Schultz, of New

Q. How long Lave you koown Mr, Bechultz? A
I can’t exictly Lell iow long 1 have known uim; |
lave Known tum lor & nunber of vears.

. lgeue wus ?l aunsm;moi' l{! the atock g.fw youl

| paper was he not (es, siT; hie su

150 to the Golden dge, LOPE i
BLOWING TUE RUOF OFF PLYMOUTH CHURCH,

Q. Now, Mr. Tilton, do you reiiemoer in & com
Versution wilh Jackson =, Sabultz, in the spring ol
671, or iu the winter of 1871, or later, saving to
him Mr. Beecher was responsiole for your quarrel
With Henry U, Bowe!, and that the whole Piymouta
chureh crowd were ayvpoorites; and that you
would expose thew. all, and could anu would blow
thielr rool off uulces they came to your terms and
seftled with you ¢ A, Nuj but I did not say thas;
the man who threatened to biow the roof I!

Plymouth cbhurch was Oliver Johuson. (Senss~
|

omL)

| Air. Evarte—Well, [ dld not ask you for any ex-
| planariop, 1 simply asked guu tne question did

you gay 1f,  Did you eay Lo Mr, Scbhultz on another
accaslon, elther In soostance or 1n isct, what |
rll;u'a nnT rﬁ“:; % A. No, slr:hlidlzl not; my intey.
view with Mr. Schu.tz was oeld 1o the presence
Mr, Frunklin Woodrafd, ¥ =

Had you any conversation with Mr, Schulss?

A. I bad sowme conversution with him.

Mr. Lvaris—rhen you do remember haviog had
& conversa.ion wito him, Woere was that convers
i A. It was ut his own house %ﬂl.
York, whera I had gone with Mr. Frauzlin Woog-
ruif 1o see him.

(G When waa It? A, 1 don't recollect exactly;
It was either early In January or possibly 1a
ruary, l=ol; 1 remember exacily what J.’smi to

| Yorkt A. Yes, sir: very well,

| him on that occasion, bat | dian’t use any such

language tu him,

Mr, kivartg—\Well, I am not askiog you thaty I
only wani to know about this. Did you 1n the
course ol that couversuilon with Schultz tuen or at
any time 1 1871 or 1572, say (0 um, in answer to
ila tngulry as to whether Mr. Beecner nad spoken
Lo you o1 having umpioper relaiions wita your
wiie, “Jy wile 18
WHITE A3 TUE DRIVEN BNOW AND PURE AS AN

ANGEL "

Wilness (wich great emuphaals apd
Ward 1o s coilr) replied—"Yes, sir; [ do.”

4. Do you kuow Mr. Southwick? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you reipember meeting Mr. Southwick on
the ferryboat suon atter yon pubitshed the **Life
o1 Victorin Woodhull und Uis asking you if yoa
Were uoLon’ o your mind; and do you remember
replying to htn, “You refer to my *Lije of Viotoria
Woodnuil,' 1o which 1 giory,” or words to that
effect ¢ A, Idonot renember aov such converss:
tion on the feiryooat, or uny ieature of 1t with

leaning for-
on-

| sabion.)

| mun; I met Mr, southwick several tinies,

Q. Dida you proceed tosay on one of thoe ooga-
Blons wren you et Mr. Svuthwick, *1 took o Roi-
emn oath Le ore Goa on my oended konee, when
pressed oy Henry C. Bowen, that toe Ores T
creature | met who needed assistance | noulm
Nl oF her, ubd that puor creature came 10 me
lu Victoria Wooabull, and 1 Eoow her to be a

Lre-

memoer that [ had used a gieat aeal of -':imm
taik with Mr. soutnwick, o & joculur way.

(. Vo you recolieci Lbai? A. | doa's recoliest
saying what.

r. Evarts, at this junciure, clos*d the cross-
examinition jor the day, und sala vhat be did nig
(eXpect to b very loog iu concluding bis exsmine-
tion of this wituess,

Judge Netlson said:—1 will remaln here as long
85 you Wish, sbulid you desire Lo terminate your
cross-examination 1o-day.

Mr. Evarts—if Your Honor reguires it we wiil
remaln a8 Joug a3 you wisn, but the preparation of
iunr hours' exumination 18 a8 much as I tmok [
can possioly do.

The Judge said be had no desire to protract the
BeEStON I Lhat case, and tne Couri was then ad-
Jouroed until eleven o'clock this morning,

JERSEY CITY WALER SUPPLY.

ANOTHER EXFORT TO HAVE THE NEW BESERYOIR
COMPLETED.

No municipality in the Union has snffered se

much In the matter of a water supply during ihe

| paat vix years as Jergey Cily. The impurity of the

witer during the summer seasou was Plainly
demonstratea by ciemists of the highest reputs-
tion, 1ncludiog  Professor Wuriz, of the Sievens
Institute, at Hoboken. 'he distributing reservi
on Hetgen Hill {s tn a filthy uunul.uag. The N‘lr
crensing demand 18 kely 0 exceed the sappiy
Withiu thres yeals. The erection of the
uew reservoilr Was commenced five Years
iy, bul through blunderiug o the orignnal pl
and estimates che work had to be foally lt‘oppa:
Tne depieted coudition of the treasury o Jersey
City, cousequent upon the astounding frauds of
the ring, all of whoin were indicted, added to the
difloalty.. Su IAr us the work hes progressed iv
Wds SaLSIaCtorily pertormed, “ﬂjl w%en nod-
plated it wiil be not only a substaniial and ma-
nent lmprovement, bul wu ornsment to the city.
Waork his been suspended for severdl months, ‘i
remedy s to be apphed atiast, Mr. Soeeran nas
mntroduced » bili providing lor toe completivn of
tiie new reservol, In tne  preamole
nacessity for the passage ol the bill 18 poin
out. Il States thab 1L was found Decesaary to
vary tie plans, as stated in Mitcoell and Bridge-
ford’s coutract, and to conform to the plans made
Uy the chiel Engineer, now on file. s 18 el med
EOAL 4 great suving of money wiil be effecte

the new pian, tu vialldate whicn tue preseny .'3
15 to be pussed, 1t empowers the cily to cuim-
Plete tne southern section of the reservolr, me-
coiding to the Engineer's plans, and pay for g
WOrk In the manner and at toe prices fixed ia E=:
OFigiukl contract, such comntract to bs cancelied
ou ithe cowpietion ol the sectlon of the work
named, WiLh the consent of the contractor, wiiere-
upon all retalned percentuges and arr

suall be paid, as specilied tn the agroement,

SiEAMER ASHORE.

FRODADLE TOTAL WHRECK OF THE FRENON
BTEAMER MONTEZUMA,

The steamship Acapulco, of the Pacifig Bteam-
ghip Conpany, which arrived at this POrt vester
day, reports that alter leaving Purt Maysl ahe
steered norih, Lall west, lor Castle Isiand, spd
that wheo abreast of ibat island tbe lighthouse
Keeper came out to bher and reported that the
French stéamer Montezama, laden with coffve,

bound from Fort an Prince to St. Naza
| 0l Fravee, was asuore on the Great mll.ll':t'i‘
and tnat the greater jart of ler cargo bad been

lust, LUk RO ACCOUNT bl Deen receivea ol e lors
oLaiy ives, Nor was 1t Known that the steamer hug
on bodrd auy passengecs. The Montezuma belongs
W the French Colonial line that runs from
Nazaire to  Aspluwall,  ouk  doss pog
make 1he enrs trip, belog used more as o
SLOMIET to connect With the through line,
WAS LOL & JAFEe Vesssl, DUt consiiersd a good
BOLE orall, and, a8 the cowst s
one, the unh‘:en of the Azap
know now shie shoula bs sshore upon that
wodare 90 the opinion  toat, as w%ﬂ “l:!‘“'rllul'll‘l..
flne, sie Must have gone further to Lhe northward
nud struck upon toe Little Inagua Island, & ree
ther gangerous spot, and one upon which & nume
ber of vessels lave been lost. Further L]
tne oMoers of the Acapuleo coulu nit Irarn, but is
14 thought that latl particatars will reneh this pors
bu-Guy OF WO-morrow by vne or tae other ol tae
Vus80ig DOW nearly due. Tue general lmpression
previils thas the entire frelght o sne Montesuma

consiied ol
aur:u. €0 01 about 10,00 bags ol codve, Imily o=

She
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